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THE QUARTERLY MEETING OF COUNCIL. 


This week we conclude the report of a long and 
busy meeting of the Council, at which two very 
momentous subjects were considered. Neither of 
these is yet finally disposed of. One, in fact, is 
still in the stage of initiation, while the other is the 
centre of an acute controversy, but both are of the 
first importance to the future of tbe profession. 

The news that a Veterinary Surgeons Act is to 
be brought before the Cape of Good Hope Legisla- 
ture during the present year should be a source of 
pleasure to all of us. We are inclined to think that 
this is the first Act to be set on foot in any of our 
Colonies with the object of giving preference to 
members of the R.C.V.S. or graduates of Colleges 
recognised by that body, and the proposal is cer- 
tainly a welcome one. Very wisely the veterin- 
arians of the Cape have forwarded the projected 
document to the P..C.V.S. and invited criticism and 
advice ; and it is quite possible that our Council, 
some of whose members possess intimate knowledge 
of the working of our own Act ever since it came 
into force, may be able to offer useful suggestions 
towards the improvement of a measure which seems 
already to be drafted upon generally commendable 
lines. It must be said that the Councilmen, whom 
we have heard accused of a disposition to neglect 
the interests of our graduates abroad, seem in active 
sympathy with the desires of those in South Africa, 
and evidently fully appreciate the importance of 
the proposed enactment. Whether the result of the 
movement will be all that we could wish cannot be 
said at present. We must not be unduly jubilant 
till we learn the reception the proposal meets in the 
Legislature ; but there are certainly good grounds 
for the hope that, in a year’s time, the titie of our 
members at the Cape may be protected by a Veteri- 
nary Surgeons Act fully as effective as our own— 
perhaps even superior. In that case the position of 
the profession in South Africa will be immensely 
improved, and a good example will be set to our col- 
leagues in other dependencies of the Empire. 

A very different—and at present distinctly less 
pleasant—subject is the controversy regarding 
Edinburgh University, which occupies nearly the 
whole of our report this week. There has been, 
and still is, a great deal of confusion and misunder- 
standing respecting this matter. At a meeting of 
the Parliamentary Committee held on the 24th of 
July last year, it was erroneously reported that the 
Ordinance of the University, enabling it to grant 
degrees in veterinary science, had already become 
law, and could not therefore be opposed. 

Afterwards it was discovered that the informa- 
tion was incorrect, and that opposition was still 
possible, and a special meeting of the Committee 
was held on October 5th, immediately after the 
quarterly meeting of Council. At that special 
meeting the Parliamentary Committee decided to 


protest against the Ordinance, and a petition was 
accordingly drawn up and lodged with the Privy 
Council; Glasgow University also having entered 
a protest. The Council were asked, at the meeting 
we now report, to endorse the action of the Parlia- 
ientary Committee. They did so by a substantial 
majority, but not till after a long and heated debate, 
of which some portions are scarcely edifying, and the 
whole does not contribute much to our enlighten- 
ment, 

Until fuller and clearer knowledge than we now 
possess is forthcoming, it is hardly safe to form a 
judgment on the matter. It is necessary, however, 
to call attention to one statement which was made, 
viz., that our one portal system has “slipped from 
our grasp”’ because London University has ob- 
tained power to grant a degree in Veterinary 
Science. 

This is absolutely incorrect. The one portal 
system is in no danger either from the established 
B.Sc. degree of the University of London or the 
projected one of the University of Edinburgh. The 
objection of the Council to the latter proposal rests 
on quite different grounds. 

Broadly speaking, the basis of that objection is 
the allegation that the Ordinance of Edinburgh 
University affords no guarantee that the standard 
of examination for the proposed degree would be 
sufficiently high. Without wishing to take sides in 
the controversy, we agree that a high standard 
should be assured. 

It does not appear quite certain what the pro- 
posals of Edinburgh University, at this moment, 
really are. Copies of the Ordinance, the wording 
of which differed from each other, were produced at 
the Council meeting; while the Solicitor was unable 
to give an opinion on tbe meaning of a sentence, on 
account of the omission of a stop, the exact position 
of which was uncertain. We may wonder whether 
all this confusion was unavoidable, but, as it exists, 
we must wait for more information. It is perhaps 
permissible to express the hope’ that an Ordinance 
which already seems to be undergoing modification 
may be finally amended so as to remove the present 
objections. 

A University degree which could only be attained by 
men who have reached a higher standard of knowledge 
than is required of a graduate of the R.C.V.S., would be 
certain to raise the status of the profession. One 
“oranted on easy terms to qualified veterinary surgeons” 
would, in the long run, be equally certain to lower it. 
This point renders the establishment of those degrees a 
matter of great importance to us #s a profession. They 
do not carry a license to practise, but they will in the 
future exercise considerable influence upon our public 
position. The supporters of this Ordinance assure us 
that the Edinburg be trusted to keep 
the standard of examination high. Those who object 
maintain that the University is reserving the power to 
lower it beneath that of the R.C.V.S. If both sides 
really mean what they say and no more, it seems to us 
that the matter could be settled satisfactorily. 
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A MALFORMED EQUINE FETUS. 


The mare which carried this monstrosity is a pure 
Suffolk, rising seven years of age, and has previ- 
ously given birth in successive years to three living 
foals, each of them normal in every respect. In all 
the four pregnancies the sire has been a pure-bred 
Suffolk stallion. 


On May 20th, 1906, the mare was served and as 
on the previous occasions the single service sufficed. 
Gestation was uneventful, and every expectation 
was entertained of another normal parturition in 
April, 1907. However, on January 7th last, the 
attendant noticed a slight protrusion of foetal mem- 
branes from the vulva, unaccompanied at first by 
straining on the part of the mare. Realising the 
prospect of the mare “slipping” her foal the owner 
sent for us. 

On arrival we found the mare in evident pain, 
and straining somewhat at intervals. A vaginal 
examination discovered the head of the foetus, and 
a little traction sufficed for the removal of a very 
curious apology for a foal. Very short legs termi- 
nating in extremely conical hoofs, a head certainly 
resembling that of a bull-dog in being large and 
wide, and having an extremely short upper jaw and 
a lower jaw at least two inches longer; and a very 
large abdomen, were among the most noticeable 
abnormalities. The weight of the foetus was 27lb, 
and the length from the poll to the base of the tail 
17 inches. The forelegs were 5 inches long from 
the axilla to the point of the hoof, and from the base 
of the tail to the point of the hind hoof measured 
11 inches. The other important measurements 
were :—Circumference of abdomen at greatest part 
27 inches; width between eyes 6 inches; top of 


poll to end upper jaw 8 inches ; top of poll to end 
lower jaw 10 inches. The presence of a well- 
formed mane and hair round the eyes andon the 
tip of the tail, would have indicated the age of the 
foetus had that not already been known. 

An opaqueness of the eyes proved that death had 
taken place some time previous to delivery. No 
certain theory can be formulated as to the cause of 
the malformation, though it is worthy of note that 


six weeks after service, the mare was sent to an 
Agricultural Show at which a large and exception- 
ally ugly young bulldog was repeatedly noticed in 
the vicinity of the show buildings. 

Sypney Smita, Jr., M.R.C.V.S. 


Lowestoft. 


PHALANGEAL SLOUGHING IN A COW. 


Whilst fulfilling a pre-arranged social function in 
London one evening, a message to see a cow was 
handed in. In my absence a friendly neighbouring 
practitioner saw the case for me. Apparently 1t 
was one of acute gastro-enteritis, and only lived a few 
hours. 

About four days afterwards I was again called to 
see another cow at the same farm. I found her to 
be slightly lame on the off hind leg, slightly 1- 
creased respiration and pulse, and some loss of 
appetite. 

About the third day I tried to find the calf but 
could not, although she was seven months gone, 
and my suspicion was that she had either aborted ~ 
was about to. Two days later she was delivered 0 
a dead calf, which shewed very little signs of de- 
composition. The foetal membranes were remov 


and the uterus douched out with warm water 
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and Terpinol. A few doses of Ammon. carb. ; 
Pulv. nucis vom. ; and Cinchona were given, and she 
apparently recovered. 

About seven or eight days after the abortion I 
received a telegram to say that she was worse. 
On my arrival I found that the hoofs and feet of 
both hind feet were literally “ falling off.” The 
pedal and coronal bones of both hind digits had 
apparently degenerated and necrosed in this extra- 
ordinary fashion. She would occasionally rise and 
stand for a while, but whilst doing so I need hardly 
say that she was really standing upon the extremi- 
ties of the suffraginis. 

We are at a loss to know the cause, unless it was 
blood-poisoning. The history of the cases induced 
in my client the belief that it was a case of irritant 
poisoning. 

Perhaps these brief notes may be interesting to 
some of your readers who might like to offer some 
comment or information upon the case, and if so I 
sball be pleased to read them. 

I have had the hoofs of cows come off as a result 
of a constant recumbent position, such as in “ drop,” 
but it could not have been the cause in this case, 
as throughout the whole time she could rise or lie 
as she wished. 


Bracknell. 


W. WESTERN. 


A SURGICAL CASE. 


Subject.—A large mongrel dog, about the size of 
an Airedale terrier, which was brought to me on 
account of a punctured wound in the groin. The 
Injury was evidently of several days’ standing, but 
had only been noticed that morning, its position 
rendering it not very evident. Nothing was known 
as to how it had been caused. 

The wound, which in appearance resembled one 
caused by an animal being “staked,” was situated 
on the abdomen about an inch and a half to one 
side of the posterior erectile enlargements of the 
penis, and, penetrating completely through the 
skin, ran backwards between skin and muscles 
towards the testes. The edges of the orifice, which 
would admit a finger, were granulating slightly and 
showed some not very copious oozing of thin sero 
purulent matter. The scrotum, also, showed con- 
siderable diffuse enlargement, and its skin was very 
hyperemic. The dog was straddling slightly be- 
hind as he walked, and of course constantly lick- 
ing the parts, but seemed in no great pain or dis- 
comfort. 

I inserted a probe into the wound, and found it 
passed without difficulty to the bottom of the scro- 
tum, where I could locate it with my finger. 

Treatment.—I cut down on the probe, making 
only a small orifice, and then well syringed from the 
original wound with a weak solution of tincture of 
iodine (1 part to 40 of water), washing out a small 
quantity of the above-mentioned sero-purulent 
matter. I then advised frequent warm fomenta- 
tions to the scrotum, and syringing out with the 
same lotion twice daily. 


The scrotal congestion rapidly diminished, and 
had altogether disappeared when my incision closed, 
which took place in a few days. I then had the 
original wound kept clean, and a small quantity of 
the lotion still injected twice daily. This wound 
also healed well, and recovery was complete, after 
less than three weeks of treatment. 

“ Canis.” 


ABSTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS. 


CSAREAN SEcTION IN Swine. — By M. G. DE 
Bruin. 


In veterinary obstetrics cwsarean section is per- 
haps most frequently performed on swine. Many 
cases are recorded in literature, and it appears that 
swine stand the operation well. Many cases have 
been undertaken in our obstetrical clinic recently 
and I consider it useful and instructive to examine 
the value of this operation in practice. 

Indications.—If it is possible to pass the hand 
into the uterus and if the foetuses are not extraor- 
dinary large there is no indication for the operation. 
One can then by lubricating the passage accom- 
plish delivery. If labour pains are weak ergotin 
may be injected. Only in the case of emphysema- 
tous young it is often not possible to extract them 
through the pelvis. 

The operation can then be undertaken, but the 
prognosis is uncertain. The indication certainly 
arises with a narrow pelvis. The narrowness is 
often present if the first parturition occurs at the 
age of 10 to 12 months. The juvenile pelvis is 
then so narrow and the cotyloids so near to one 
another that one can only get two fingers past them. 
A similar malformation of the pelvis occurs in 
animals which in youth have had food poor in lime 
salts (rachitic pelvises). 

One also encounters callus growths narrowing 
the pelvis on one side. The callus arises after 
fracture of one of the innominate bones. This 
fracture occurs where many swine are put in a 
narrow stall; it may also arise when ringing their 
noses; the animal’s hind quarters are pressed to 
the ground and she is roughly handled. Indeed 
sometimes they go lame but recover. The arising 
fracture causes formation of a callus and narrowing 
of the pelvic exit. 

Sometimes in the juvenile pelvis narrowing only 
occurs in the lower segment, and in the upper seg- 
ment, and in the upper segment there is room 
enough. The foetuses then rest in the edge of the 
pubis, whose pubic crest lies as it were in a groove 
between two protuberances, and the foetuses can- 
not pass. If the accoucheur can get the hand into 
the pelvis the head can be brought into the pas- 
sage and extracted by Hohmann’s hooks in the 
eye or with the swine forceps in the mouth. 
Cxesarean section is in no case justifiable unless ex- 
traction through the passage is impossible. 

The question has been broached whether in the 
case of swelled up foetuses it is not better to await 
maceration under antiseptic uterine injections than 
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to perform Cesarean section. Vlaskamp hasin his 
time advised injections of a large quantity of 1:5 
per cent. creolin solution to soften the foetuses 
aseptically. After about three days pieces of the 
foetuses came away. If only one or two emphyse- 
matous foetuses are retained good results may be 
attained by this method, but if several are retained 
the mother often dies. Tafken also has been suc- 
cessful with this treatment. 

Preparation for the Operation.—It is assumed 
that a vaginal exploration has not disclosed the 
existence of a rent or wound in the vagina. If there 
is a tear of the vagina so that the bones are exposed 
one should not operate. If the vagina has become 
extensively necrotic, prognosis is unfavourable. 
The preparation is an important part of the opera- 
tion. The sow is first thoroughly rubbed down 
with straw placed on a large table and held fast 
by four or five men. Placing the animal on the 
left side is the most convenient for the operator. 
One puts a broad tape round the animal’s snout 
and fastens the fore and hind legs together. Over 
the loins and over the shoulders a cord is passed 
transversely and tied under the table. The sow is 
now washed with soap and warm water on the 
upper surface of the abdomen, and a large surface 
shaved and the shaved place washed with an anti- 
septic or with alcohol. 

Experience has taught me whether the animal 
should or should not be narcotised. Chloroform or 
chloroform ether narcosis always remains in swine 
a somewhat risky procedure. One operates, indeed, 
more quietly, and success can be achieved, but there 
is danger of the animal dying under narcosis. This 
has happened twice to me. In both swine pneu- 
monia was found. Because one cannot detect 
easily little pneumonic spots in swine or endo- 
carditis (after swine erysipelas), I consider general 
anesthesia in swine is risky. Local anesthesia is 
better, if one injects at 4 or 5 places a solution of 
bydrychlorate of cocaine and 5 drops of adrenalin 
solution, 1 in 1000. For the skin incision only a 
little of this solution is necessary. The skin incision 
made, one injects a little into the muscles, especially 
the musculus transversus, in cutting through which 
many nerves are encountered and much pain caused. 
This local anesthesia is sufficient for the continuance 
of the operation. 

After this preparation a piece of calico is placed 
over the sow, excluding the head and neck. This 
calico has previously been boiled and is still damp 
when — The calico is 60 cm. long and 
60 cm. broad. About 8 to 10 of such pieces are 

ut handy for the operator in a pan of boiling water. 

tting away in a sterilisator is preferable. 
G.M. 
(To be continued.) 


Lady Vet. 


_ Theonly candidate who passed the recent final exam- 
ination of the Victorian Veterinary Board was a lady, 


Miss Belle Reid, who graduated with second-class hon- 
ours. Miss Reid is the first lady in Australia to grad- 


uate as a veterinary surgeon.—/ritish Australasian. 


Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. 


QUARTERLY MEETING OF COUNCIL., 
(Continued from p. 440.) 
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GARNETT read the report of a special meeting of 
the Parliamentary Committee, held on the 5th October, 
1906, which stated that the Solicitor read the ordinance 
of the Edinburgh University and the correspondence 
with the Glasgow University, and it was left with the 
Solicitor to draft a petition against the Ordinance, and 
submit it to the President and Chairman, and forward 
to the Privy Council. 

Mr. Garnett also read the report of a meeting of the 
Parliamentary Committee, held on the 3rd Jan., 1907, 
at which the Solicitor read his report. With regard to 
the Ordinance of Edinburgh University, it was stated 
that a representation against the Ordinance on behalf 
of the College was duly drawn up, and approved by the 
President and Chairman of Committee ; afterwards it 
was lodged at the Privy Council Office, and on enquiry 
there it was stated that the matter was still under con- 
sideration. The Committee having heard the terms of 
the representation rec. mmended the course taken for 
approval. 

The Solicitor reported that a Bill was introduced in 
the House of Commons by Lord Donoughmore for the 
regulation of Public Slaughter-houses, and that it was 
considered that Clauses 6 and 9 were detrimental to the 
interests of the public and the profession. A petition 
had therefore been prepared by the President, Chairman 
of Committee, and Solicitor, and had been presented b 
Lord Tweedmouth. The Bill had not passed throug 
all its stages when Parliament was prorogued, and it 
therefore fell, but on enquiry it was understood that it 
was to be introduced next session, and if so it would be 
necessary to have the petition re-engrossed and presen- 
ted again. The Chairman read the petition, and the 
Committee passed a special vote of thanks to the drafts- 
men for the way in which the points were put, and 
heartily recommended the action for the approval of the 
Council. 

The Chairman produced the Public Health Regula- 
tion Billas to Food, and pointed oyt the danger to the 
profession if it passed in its present form. The Solicitor 
was instructed to see the Parliamentary Agents to the 
Local Government Board on the subject and report to 
the next meeting. 

The Solicitor reported that a Bill would be introduced 
by the London County Council extending their General 
Powers. He produced a copy and read Clause 22, 
which contained the usual milk clauses with the altera- 
tion as settled by Lord Onslow. The Committee recom- 
mended that the County Council should be asked to 
introduce a definition of the words “ Veterinary Sur- 
geon,” in the same terms as in the Public Health (Scot- 
land) Act, 1897. 

Mr. Mulvey read a recent order of the Board of Agr!- 
culture making it compulsory on veterinary surgeons t0 
notify all cases of glanders coming under their attention, 
but no fee for it was named. It was resolved to recom- 
mend that representations be made to the Board 0 
Agriculture and the L.C.C., and to refer the matter 
to a sub-committee to ascertain the legal position, the 
Committee to be the Chairman, Messrs. Mulvey, Barrett, 
and Simpson. 

Mr. Simpson mentioned an enquiry as to the supply 
of clean milk, and he was asked to furnish a copy of the 


* The copyright of this report is registered. 
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ro to the Secretary or Solicitor, which he promised 
to do. 

The Committee then proceeded to consider the ques- 
tion of obtaining full information on all Bills both 
public and private which might be introduced affecting 
the veterinary profession, aud it was left to the Solicitor 
to ascertain the terms if possible on which the Parlia- 
mentary agents would watch Bills and act generally on 
the subject. 

Mr. Garnett: I propose that the report be received. 

Mr. Mutvey: [second thit. I want to mention with 
regard to the report re the Order that has been issued 
by the Board of Agriculture, which is to be carried out 
by the London County Council, that I was not aware 
yesterday when I brought the matter before the Parlia- 
mentary Committee that there was a_ penal clause. 
There is a fine attached for not notifying the presence of 
the disease of £20 or three months imprisonment—com- 
a notice by veterinary surgeons. I should also 

ike to point out that this is not the first time the subject 

has been before the Council. In 1895 the Board of 
Agriculture approached this Council, and asked them 
whéther they thought there would be any objection on 
the part of veterinary Surgeons to be placed in the same 
position as medical men under the Contagious Diseases 
Acts, that is to say, that they should be compelled com- 
pulsorily to notify the existence of any contagious or 
infections disease. The Council at that time went to 
the tronble of cirenlarising the whole of the profession, 
with the result that it was found that the great majority 
were in favour of compulsory notification, if it was 
carried out on the same lines as those adopted by the 
medical practitioner, and that it was applied generally 
and allover the country. This Order that has now been 
issued applies only to one local authority, so that the 
local authori y just over the borders does not come 
under the Act at all. I think that this isa matter that 
requires very careful consideration, inasmuch as the 
Act is now in operation. It came into operaticn on the 
Ist January. Thereis one other thing I should like to 
mention in connection with this, and that is it seems to 
me that the Board, in acting in the way they have done 
in issuing an Order of this kind, are really acting w/tra 
vires ; and I want to suggest that the Solicitor be in- 
structed to obtain the opinion of counsel on this subject 
—-whether the Board can put into operation an Order 
withont an Act of Parliament compulsorily compelling 
veterinary surgeons to notify the existence of disease, 
paying them no fee, and adopting a pena] clause. The 
position of a veterinary surgeon compelled to compul- 
sorily notify at his own expense is this, that supposing 
the Inspector of the district lives a distance of two or 
three miles he has either to pay eab hire, or he has in 
some way or other to communicate with him, and he has 
to do that entirely at his own expense, thus placing the 
veterinary practitioner in a different position to that 
which is held by the medical man. I should like, if you 
will allow me, to move that Counsel’s opinion be taken 
npon this Order, as to whether it is uot wtra vires 
as issued to only one local anthority. 

Mr. Garnett: As an addendum to the report? 

Mr. Mutvey: Yes. 

Mr. Locke: A new Order has been issued since 
po This Act does not come into force till the 1st 

pril. 

Mr. Mutvey : It is suspended, but it is in operation 
now because the inspectors have been appointed and are 
at work. 

Mr. Locke: It cannot be in operation. 

Mr. Mason : [ second the motion. 

Mr. Locke : There is time to consider it before it is 
put into operation. 

Mr. Mutvey: [t wasin op ration, but it has been 
Suspended since, 


The CHarRMAN: It has been proposed that the 
Solicitor be instructed to take Counsel’s opinion as to 
whether the Board of Agriculture in issuing these instruc- 
tions have not acted wltra vires, and whether they have 
really the power to do s». 

Pro. Dewar: Before you put that, I would like to 
ask our Solicitor if there is any doubt about the matter. 
He may be clear upon the point himself. 

Mr. THATCHER: Ge.atlemen, this is a very serious 
matter, and I would mneh rather in the first = Hn have 
full time to consider it myself, which I have not yet had ; 
and, in the second place, I should very much like to 
have the opinion of our standing Counsel, Mr. Morton 
Smith, on the subject. It is a matter of considerable 
importance to the profession. 

Prof. Dewar : Then there is a doubt about it. 

Mr. Garnett: If that is the opinion of the Council, 
I would point out that there is a special committee 
formed to consider the legal points in it, and they have 
only to give us power to take Counsel’s opinion. The 
recommendation in the report is that it be referred to a 
a sub-committee to ascertain the legal position, 
the Committee to be the Chairman, Mr. Mulvey, Mr. 
Barrett, and Mr. Simpson. We might add “ With 
power to take the Counsel’s opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN : That practically covers it. 

Mr. Mutvey: That was not in before. 

The CuarrMan: So that Mr. Mulvey’s motion is 
withdrawn, as tle matter is really included in the 
minutes. 

Mr. Mutvey: It was not included in them as origin- 
ally read. Now it is to be, with your permission. 

The CHarrMAN: With that amendment, is it your 
wish that we adopt these minutes ? 

Prof. Dewar: I do not think it will surprise this 
Council one bit if I mention that I should like to say a 
word in connection with a matter that has come before 
usin this report of the Parliamentary Committee. I 
am not a member of the Parliamentary Committee, but 
I was present at the meeting of the Committee last 
night, and I heard read the protest which has been lod- 
ged by the Committee with the Privy Council against 
the Edinburgh University Ordinance asking for power 
to be granted to the University to grant veterinary de- 
grees. It strikes me as very strange that, when the 
question of veterinary degrees was brought forward now 
six years ago, it was received with acclamation as a very 
good thing for the profession that a University should 
grant veterinary degrees to approved candidates. How 
this turn hascomeabout I am unable to say. I would have 
preferred that this report had been read to the Council 
to-day, so that the Council should have known the 
grounds upon which the protest was being lodged. I 
have not had a copy of the report, but I have heard it 
read ; and objection is taken to the’ preliminary exatn- 
inations as required by the University for candidates 
for this degree. I have a copy of the Ordinance in my 
hands as it bas been ordered to be printed by the 
House of Commons. As regards the Preliminary 
Examination, it was stated in the report of the Parlia- 
mentary Committee—thcy will correct me if lam wrong 
—that that Preliminary Examination was exactly the 
same as our Preliminary Examination for the veterinary 
diploma. Now, that is not the case. The Preliminary 
examination required from students who are entering 
any Scotch University is higher than the Preliminar 
Medical examination of the Scotch Educational Insti- 
tute. Thatis point one. Then the next joint [ wish 
this Council to observe is—and it is stated very em- 
phatically at the commencement—that any candidate 
“must be a member of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons, or hold a veterinary diploma recognised by 
the said Royal College and entitling him to be registered 
in the Register of Veterinary Surgeons.” That is a very 
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strong point. I have heard it debated in this room 
= ago that if that condition was fulfilled this Council 

ad no right to interfere. Iam not saying anything as 
to the merits of that; I merely heard it argued. The 
next point in the report, if Lam correct is— 

Mr. Garnett: Shall I read it again ? 

Prof. Dewar: No, you can correct me if [ am wrong. 
The next point was that it is stated that the education 
to be given to candidates for this degree did not bear 
any indication on the tace of it that it was any better 
or of any greater extent than that which was required from 
candidates for our diplomas. It is all here in this Ordi- 
nance under Section V. You will see that the subjects 
which come in under our class A examinations are 
chemistry, systematic and _ practical, elementary botany, 
elementary zoology, and elementary physics which are 
taught separately, as separate classes. The candidates 
have to undergo separate examinations upon those 
different subjects, and we have added to the course be- 
sides these veterinary and sanitary sciences, and the 
heredity and general principles of breeding. I do not 
know if the Parliament Committee expected that astro- 
nomy and subjects of that nature might be put in a 
veterinary curriculum or not ; I think everything that 
pertains very much to veterinary science is included in 
the course. Then I havealso heard objections urged in 
this room that this Ordinance was confined to the stu- 
dents of the Dick Veterinary College. That is not the 
case. I do not say that is in your report, but | know 
that has been repeated here over and over again. See- 
tion VI. says, “the University Court shall, after con- 
sultation with the Senatus, have power to determine 
whether attendance at other veterinary colleges, and on 
courses of instruction in such institutions or under such 
teachers as may be recognised by the University Court 
as qualifying for admission to examination for degrees in 
Medicine or in Science, shall be recognised for admission 
to the University Examinations for Veterinary De- 
grees,” 

The Sottcrror: Will you read the first part too. 

Prof. Dewar: It doves not affect it. 

The Soxicrror : I think it does. 

Prof. Dewar: “Attendance at the Royal (Dick) 
Veterinary College, Edinburgh, shall, subject to the 
provisions of this Ordinance, qualify pro tanto, for ad- 
mission to the University examinations for Degrees in 
Veterinary Medicine and Surgery.” I took that as 
being understood by everyone ; it does not affect what | 
read previously. [I have also, in connection with the 
length of the course, to read Section VIL. which says :— 
“One year of study must be spent in the University 
of Edinburgh, and the University Court shall after con- 
sultation with the Senatus, determine, from time to 
time, for purposes of graduation, the proportion of the 
courses of instructiou to be taken in the University and 
the proportion to be taken in the Royal (Dick) Veteri- 
nary College, or in avy other veterinary college or under 
any teacher recognised as above provided.” We require 
from our students, before they present themselves for 
our diploma, that they shall have attended four sessional 
years at a recognised veterinary school affiliated with 
the R.C.V.S._ If they do that, and also attend a year at 
the University of Edinburgh, they will have some 
difficulty I think in compressing it into a course of 
four years. The curriculum, therefore, is not only a 
wider one, but if isan extended curriculum. 

I will also read a part of Sub-Section IX. in connec. 
tion with the examination for the degree. It says :--- 
“The University Court shall have power, in consulta- 
tion with the Senatus, to alter the number of divisions 
and the subjects of examination in each division ; also, 
on the Senatus being satisfied with the standard of the 


College of the United Kingdom legally entitled to con- 
duct such examinations, provided he has duly attended 
a recognised course of instruction in each of the subjects 
on which he has thus passed.” 

Mr. Garnett: I do not want to interrupt you, Pro- 
fessor, but the regulation that you have read out about 
the one year is not in the copy of the Order I have here. 
That must mean that some alteration has taken place. 
The Soricrror : What is the date of yours? It is not 
in mine either. 

Prof. Dewar: It was ordered to be printed by the 
House of Commons on the 3rd of April, 1906. 

Mr. Garnett: Mine is the 19th of February, 1906. 
The Soticrror : And mine the 29th of June, 1905. 

Mr. Garnett: It has been amended then. 

Prof. Dewar: Then your report has been directed 
against an Ordinance which does not exist. 

Mr. Garnett: It was against the Ordinance which 
was presented to the Council, and dated the 19th of 
February, 1906. 
Prof. WreutAmMs: It is the same report. It was 
ordered to be presented on the 19th, and it was presen- 
ted on the 3rd. 

Mr. Garnett: Apparently it has been altered. 

Prof. Dewar: This is the Ordinance which is now 
in force. 

Prof. : Not “in force.” 

Prof. Dewar: No, but it is presumed you have been 
considering it. I think I have shown you that a good 
many of the grounds upon which this protest has been 
presented do not actually exist. There has been a mis- 
understanding in some way or another. In connection 
with this subject, | would just like to call the attention 
of this Council to the different way in which the Univer- 
sity of London was treated compared to the University of 
Edinburgh. I have in my hand the regulations of the 
University of London connected with the granting of 
degrees in veterinary science. On the very first page I 
would like to call your attention to an important notice 
which appears between inverted commas, namely, “ No 
students shall be admitted to the final examination for 
a degree until the expiration of at least three years after 
matriculation unless the Senate in special cases other- 
wise determine.” Gentlemen, ] venture to aftirm before 
this Council that, if a clanse such as that had appeared 
on the Edinburgh Ordinance, it would have been enough 
to condemn it entirely ; it would have been an anathema 
to the whole reat | They would not have gone any 
further. With regard to education, the protest indi- 
e tes that the education to be received at Edinburgh 
is inferior, and I have heard it argued here that one 
indication of that which was clear enough was that can- 
didates were not going to be asked to pass all the sub- 
jects which we include in one of our classes at one exani- 
ination. That is so in the Edinburgh Ordinance, but 
here is what the London one says, ina subject which we 
include in our cnrriculum under one single subject and 
one examination, namely, chemistry and physics :— 
“Candidates must present themselves for examination 
in both inorganic chemistry and physics. If they fail 
in one subject only they will be permitted to present 
themselves for re-examination in that subject alone.” 
In another place it says Candidates who have 
failed in one subject only at the examination 
may offer themselves for re-examination in this subject, 
if permitted to do so by the examiners, upon payment 
of a fee.” T need not mention the fee; it has nothing te 
do with it. Now, gentlemen, if there are grounds for 
protesting against the Edinburgh University Ordinance 
there are surely as ample grounds in this one. There 8 
no need to go more fully into this, but I wish to © 
attention to one difference. Edinburgh University 


examinations, to recognise and accept a proportion of the 
examinations in the snbjects en by this Ordinance 
passed by the candidate in a University or Veterinary 


prescribed the courses to be exacted from students 1! 
the several subjects. Seeing that it is little more than 
two years since this Council passed a series of bye-laws 
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laying down with mathematical precision the number of 
hours of lectures that such of our students should be 
required to attend and the number of hours practical 
instruction they should receive, it is hardly left to be 
presumed that the Council approves of this. Yet what 
do we find in connection with this London University 
Degree? That no courses are prescribed, that the stu- 
dent may obtain his education wherever he likes, any- 
where from Land’s End to John O’ Groats, or from 
China to Peru. It is only the times and extent of the 
examinations that we prescribed. I will now come to 
my last point, because [ do not want to detain you very 
long, and that is a clause near the end of these London 
University Regulations: “A Diploma for the degree of 
B.Sc. in Veterinary Science under the seal of the Uni- 
versity, and signed by the Chancellor, will be delivered 
to each candidate who has passed, after a Report of the 
Examiners shall have been approved by the Senate.” 
Now, it is difficult to understand what those gentlemen 
have been doing, who have been watching “ Argus-eyed” 
the action of the University of Evinburgh in its en- 
deavour to confer a boon on our profession, that they 
had not time to cast a slngle glance at what was being 
dorfe by the University of London. I heard our worthy 
Solicitor say in this room, when asking for power to 
watch the actions of Edinburgh University—that he had 
been talking to Prof. Mettam, and he had promised to 
submit to him any scheme that might be formulated in 
Dublin for the granting of University degrees. Surely 
he had forgotten to ask Prin. Sir John M’Fadyean to 
submit to him the scheme of the London University, or 
he would nut have failed to call the attention of the 
Council to it. Presumably they had all been so busy 
casting the fierce light of suspicion and distrust on the 
University of Edinburgh that the action of the Univer- 
sity of London had escaped their notice. 

Now, gentlemen, what is the net result? It is simply 
that our much vaunted single portal system has slipped 
from our grasp; that London University has the power 
to grant University degrees to whoever it may choose 
without this Council having a voice in the matter—it 
may be to a registered man, it may be to a mere quack ; 
it may be toa medical man or even to a medical woman. 
There is nothing within the limits of these Regulations 
to prevent it, there is no word in them of the degree 
being only conferred upon veterinary surgeons. Depend 
upon it, gentlemen, the outside practitioner, the rank 
and file of the profession, will desire to know the reasons 
for the different treatment accorded to the proposals of 
the University of London and the University of Edin- 
burgh respectively—why in one case the conferring of 
degrees should be received with open arms and with 
every trust, and why in the other case it should be re- 
ceived with suspicion, distrust and so critically examined, 
and a protest lodged with the King in Council against 
it. L beg, therefore, to move “That this Council petition 
the King in Council to allow it to retire from the false 
position it has been led into, and to withdraw the peti- 
tion already presented by its officials against the Veter- 
inary Ordinance of the University of Edinburgh, which 
is designed to further the interests of Veterinary Educa- 
tion, and to enable it to grant degrees in Veterinary 
Science to men who are M.R.C.V.S.” 

The Cuarrman: I may perhaps make a remark on 
this subject before the seconder says anything, and that 
is, that this only emphasises a remark I made earlier 
this afternoon as to the absolute necessity there is for 
members of Council having any knowledge of any special 
subject bringing the whole of that knowledge before the 
Committee concerned or the Council. If Prof. Dewar 
had all this knowledge and kept it to himself he is ex- 
ceedingly culpable. 

Mr. Fraser: He was not on the Committee. 

_ The Cuarrman : I did not say anything about the 
Committee. Prof. Dewar was present at the Committee 


and listening to what was going on, but he did not tell 
us all this at the tii: e the Committee was sitting, which 
might have considerably moditied what the Committee 
was doing. 

Mr. Barrer: Assuming it is all true—- assuming the 
interpretation he has placed upon it is correct. 

The CuarRMAN: That is what 1 am assuming. 

Mr. StockMAN : I would like to support the Chair- 
man in this ease. Whether correct or incorrect, if this 
is Prof. Dewar’s opinion he should have stated it, he 
should not have kept it to himself. There was no desire 
not to consider the opinion of everyone present belong- 
ing to this Council. 

Mr. Mutvey: Prof. Dewar is a member of the Com- 
inittee, and was present. 

Mr. Fraser: Ido not think Prof. Dewar is a men- 
ber of the Committee. 

Mr. Garnetr: He was present at the Committee 
Meeting. 

Mr. Fraser: But he was not on the Committee. 

Mr. Lawson : He was present. 

Prof. Dewar: Lam not on the Committee. I only 
heard the thing read. 

Mr. Stmpson : You were there, and took part in the 
proceedings. 

Mr. Barrerr: Prof. Dewar was standing behind me, 
and [ heard him say on two occasions “ May ] interpose 
and say something?” He clearly thought he was not on 
the Committee. 

The CuarrMan : I was present, and J know exactly 
the position in which Prof. Dewar sat. You are per- 
fectly correct in what yon say. But the point I sheuld 
like to maintain is this, that not withstanding a member 
may or may not bea member of a committee, if there 
are certain facts within his knowledge affecting the we'- 
fare of the profession, he as a member of the Council, 
should bring them before a Committee which is investi- 
gating the particular subject, no matter whether he is a 
member of the Committee or not. You will please 
understand, Prof. Dewar, I am not finding any special 
fault with you; Iam speaking generally in this matter 
as regards the duties of members of Council individually; 
and I say that each member of Council who has know 
ledge of a special subject, which wonld be beneficial if it 
were known to the Committee investigating that ey 
matter, should undoubtedly give them that knowledge. 
In this case, the Chairman of the Parliamentary Com- 
mittee has an Ordinance of one date, and Prof. Dewar 
produces an Order of another date, which is consider- 
ably amended. The Parliamentary Committee were 
acting upon an earlier Ordinance. What could they do! 

neat And not aware of the existence of the 
other! 

The CHAIRMAN: Just so, the other Order which Prof. 
Dewar is acting under. 

Prof. Dewar: Will you allow me‘one word! I think 
as I was the only member of this Council present from 
Scotland at the last meeting, and as I am very directly 
interested in the matter—I think that out of courtes 
to me the Parliamentary Committee, or this Council, 
might have let me know what was going on and asked 
me about it. 

The CHARMAN: That, of course, | have nothing to 
say against. 

Mr. Barrett: There is something in that. I am 
going to formally second Prof. Dewar’s motion, although 
| do not know anything about the subject, and have not 
considered it (“Oh, oh.”) I say that quite candidly, 
and to that extent I endorse the remarks which you 
have just uttered. [ama member of the Parliamentary 
Comittee. This matter was hurriedly discussed yester- 
day--I am not complaining—but we had not this special 
information before us; and are there three members 
sitting round the table at the present time who are 
capable of giving an opinion on this important subject 4 
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I certainly am not; and I should very much prefer to 
have the opportunity of considering, not only the views 
which were expounded to us yesterday but those which 
are now entertained by Prof. Dewar, before I exercise 
my judgment and say what I believe to be right in the 
interests of the profession as a whole. For the purpose 
of discussion merely, I second the resolution. 

Mr. Garnett: | think perhaps it would be as well if 
I read this petition sanctioned by the Parliamentary 
Committee on the 5th of October, 1906, and presented 
on the 31st of October against this Ordinance which is 
dated the 19th of February. Mr. Barrett has already 
stated that this was hastily discussed yesterday. 

Mr. Barrett: I beg your pardon—I said Luevisdlie, 
not thoroughly. 

Mr. Garnett: Mr. Barrett makes a distinction be- 
tween hurriedly and hastily. 

Mr. Barrett: I said I beg your pardon ; that is suffi- 
cient surely. 

Mr. GARNETT: [ apologise. [ did not hear the amend- 
ment. Mr. Barrett was not present at the first consider- 
ation of this matter, and therefore perhaps it may appear 
to him not to have been thoroughly discussed. 

Mr. Barrett: I think my friend is in error. 

The CHarrMAN: May I interpose for one moment? 
Mr. Barrett misunderstood, and thought you said 
“thoroughly.” 

Mr. GARNETT: It was most thoroughly discussed at 
the Meeting on the 5th of October, 1906, and at that 
Meeting the Solicitor was instructed to draw up a peti- 
tion against this Order dated the 19th of February. He 
submitted it for approval to the President and myself, 
and that has been done, I think, without, going into 
the whole preamble of the matter, I may give you the 
exact words of the essential part of it: 


“The declared object of the University in proposing 
to institute such Degrees is the improvement and en- 
couragement of higher veterinary education, out in the 
opinion of your Petitioners the conditions under which 
the Degrees are to be conferred are not such as would 
be likely to bring any benefit either to the members of 
the veterinary profession or to the public, who require 
their services. 

Your Petitioners submit that there is no inherent 
value in a University Degree, and that the University 
of Edinburgh cannot by instituting a Degree in Veteri- 
nary Science render any service to the cause of veteri- 
nary education unless that Degree is of an appreciably 
higher standard than the Diploma of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons in respect of the length or 
thoroughness of the curriculum, or the more searching 
character of the examinations prescribed for candidates. 

The present Ordinance affords no security that the 
Degree which the University proposes to establish will 
be in any sense a higher qualification than that which 
everyone who desires to practise as a veterinary surgeon 
in Great Britain or Ireland must take, viz.: the Dip- 
loma of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 

The subjects of examination as defined in Section V 
of the Ordinance are practically identical with those 
specified in the Regulations of the Royal College of 

eterinary Surgeons, and the prescribed period of study 
is the same, viz., four years. th reality, however, there 
is nothing in the Ordinance that would make it impos- 
sible for the University to fix the standard of its exami- 
nations on a lower level than those which candidates 
for the Diploma of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons have at present to pass. Furthermore, there 
is no guarantee that candidates for the University 
Degree will be required to undergo a more extended or 
thorough professional training than is required of candi- 
dates for the Diploma. Your Petitioners also observe 
with regret that the University of Edinburgh, in the 
event of the Veterinary Degree being instituted, would 
be empowered to accept as suflicient evidence of general 


education any certificate entitling the candidate to be 
registered as a medical student. 

As this is a lower standard than the University re- 
quires of candidates for its Medical Degrees, it would 
appear as if the University thought a good general edu- 
cation less necessary or important for a veterinary sur- 
geon than for a medical man. Your Petitioners desire 
to dissent from such a view, and maintain that candi- 
dates for a University Degree in Veterinary Medicine 
and Surgery should be required to show as high a 
standard of general education as candidates for a Degree 
in human medicine. 

As the body most interested in veterinary education, 
the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons would wel- 
come the institution by any of the Universities in this 
country of a Degree in Veterinrry Science which would 
induce candidates for it to undertake a more prolonged 
and thorough study of veterinary subjects than is re- 
quired in the case of candidates for the ordinary Dip- 
loma which is necessary to practice, for thereby higher 
veterinary education would be improved and encouraged, 
and your Petitioners’ objections to the present Ordin- 
ance may be summed up by saying that it appears to 
them to be a proposal to grant a University Brose ou 
easy terms to qualified veterinary surgeons, and that if 
the Ordinance were sanctioned the cause of veterinary 
education would be hindered rather than promoted. 

Notice of objection has been given to the Court of 
Edinburgh University for the reasons above set out. 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that your 
Most Gracious Majesty in Council may be pleased to 
take this representation into your most gracious con- 
sideration, and direct an order that the aforesaid Ordi- 
nance be not approved.” 


Now, gentlemen, you have heard the gist of the peti- 
tion that has been presented against the Ordidance of 
the 19th of February, and I think every one of us can 
subscribe to the sentiments that are in the petition. 
They embody what we have always striven for, that is 
the highest state of general veterinary education, and to 
support all institutions which would increase and_ raise 
the profession. But, at the same time, as that is our 
object we must guard against any institutions being 
allowed to grant presumably higher degrees which are 
as a matter of fact of a lower educational qualification. 
That is the standing I take in opposing this Ordinance, 
which we all thought had received the Royal assent 
even before we put in an appearance against it at all. 
It has been modified in several important points, and it 
is not fair for Prof. Dewar to take the stand he is now 
taking, quoting ar altered Order or an Order of a later 
date than that upon which the Committee took their 
first steps and passed their resolution. As it stands, 
I think the report must be adopted as the Committee 
recommend. 

The CHAIRMAN : There is an amendment before you, 
which has been proposed by Prof. Dewar, and seconded 
by Mr. Barrett, that an addition be made to the effect 
that His Majesty the King be petitioned to enable us to 
withdraw the petition already presented. 

Mr. Barrett: [ am sorry to interrupt again, but 
will you permit me to say that, as I intimated to you, 
seconded this tor the mere purposes of discussion. | 
wish to place myself in the hands of the meeting to this 
extent. I intimated to you when I did that that I had 
not had an opportunity of considering the subject, and 
that I had not made up my mind upon it. I think - 
ought to explain to you (and Mr. Garnett will permit 
me I am sure to do so) that I was not present at the 
meetings in October, and therefore I am not famuliar 
with what transpired on that occasion, and_ that 
possibly may account for my lack of knowledge 0? 
the subject. I feel it to be an important subject. 
1 feel it to be a subject which should receive further 
consideration. I neither approve nor disapprove of It 
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at the present time ; and therefore I would desire that 
the meeting will permit me to withdraw my name 
as the seconder of the motion. Perhaps someone 
= will take up the position in view of what I have 
said. 

Mr. Simpson: May [ put a question to the Solicitor 
and to the Chairman of the Committee? Would the 
same recommendation or protest have been entered, 
and would you have given the advice you did upon the 
Ordinance which is dated later than the one you had 
before you? 

The Soxicrror: Personally I do not see any particu- 
lar difference in principle between the two Ordinances. 
There are some alterations in minor details, but the 
principle is the same I think. 

Prof. Witt1aAMs : May I ask the Solicitor, is it not the 
case that the Ordinance wa: ordered to be printed on 
the 11th February, and it was printed on the 3rd of 
April? It is the same Ordinance ; there is no difference 
between the two. 

The Soticrror: There are some slight differences ; 
there are some verbal differences, but the principle is the 
same. 

Prof. DEwar: May I be allowed to call attention to 
one mistake which I think the convenor of the Parlia- 
mentary Committee has made ? 

The CuarrMan: I think we must allow Prof. Dewar 

the very largest option at the present time, it being 
such an important matter. 
_ Prof. Dewar: I am the only representative here, as 
it were, who has taken up this cause. The point I wish 
to call attention to is in connection with the Preliminary 
Examination, Clause IV of the Ordinance. This is 
the very copy which you handed to me, Mr. Garnett, 
as being that on which the Committee were working, 
and the Clause says, “A candidate for the degree of 
Bachelor of Veterinary Science and Surgery must have 
passed a preliminary examination which would entitle 
a student to be enrolled in the Register of Students of 
Medicine of the General Medical Council, provided that 
such examination is recognised by the Senatus and ap- 
proved by the University Court.” 

Mr. Garnett : It is quite different here. 

Prof. Dewar: This is the one you handed to me as 
being the one on which the Committee came to that 
conclusion. Itis not my fault. 

Mr. Simpson : Mr. Garnett says it is not the same. 

Prof. Dewar : It is practically the same thing. 

The Soticrror : [ do not know whether I may inter- 
pose for a moment, but one thing the Committee com- 
plain of is that this is soabsolutely wide. It allows the 
Senatus to do all manner of things. We want something 
a little more definite. 

r. Stockman: I would like to say a word or two 
upon this subject. I do not think there is anyone in 
this Council who has any objection whatever to Univer- 
sities granting degrees to veterinary students. I think, 
on the contrary, that everybody would be delighted if 
these degrees carried with them, to our satisfaction, a 
guarantee that the men who held them possessed certain 
higher ee. I donot think anyone for a moment 
disputes that. hen Prof. Dewar said that at one time 
the idea ot pasting University degrees was received b 
this Council with open arms, I quite believe it ; but 
take it that when they received it with open arms it was 
subject to knowing what that degree was going to mean, 
or what the whole thing meant. It may have been a 
lower degree, it may have been something to the detri- 
ment of the veterinary student. I take it we havea 
right, at least we have a moral right whatever our legal 
right is, to interfere with this movement if we think it 
- not going to further veterinary education, and I do 

— In most respects that is a fair statement of the 
objections to this Ordinance. One thing about this 
rdinance is, as the Solicitor said just now, that the 


powers taken are so wide. No. VI. says “ Attendance 
at the Royal (Dick) Veterinary College shall, subject to 
the provisions of this Ordinance, qualify, pro tanto, for 
admission to the University examinations for degrees 
in veterinary medicire and surgery. The University 
Court shall, after consultation with the Senatus, have 
power to determine whether attendance at other veteri- 
nary Colleges, and on courses of instruction in such in- 
stitutions, or under such teachers as may be recognised 
by the University Court as qualifying for admission to 
examination for degrees in medicine or in science, shal] 
be recognised for admission to the University exaniina- 
tions for veterinary degrees.” There can be no objection 
to that if it is properly carried out. 1am quite willing 
to believe that there is n: advantage to be given to the 
Dick College, but it seems to me that they are taking 
preres if they like. But there is something further 

ere that I think should be brought before this Council, 
namely, No. IX. “The examination for the degree of 
Bachelor of Veterinary Medicine and Surgery shall con- 
sist of four divisions. The University Court shall have 
power, in consultation with the Senatus, to alter the 
number of divisions and the subjects of examination in 
each division ; also, on the Senatus being satisfied with 
the standard of the examinations, to recognise and 
accept a proportion of the examinations in the subjects 
required by this Ordinance passed by the candidate in a 
University or Veterinary College of the United King- 
dom legally entitled to conduct such examinations, pro- 
vided he has duly attended a recognised course of in- 
struction in each of the subjects on which he had thus 
passed.” That is to say, they take powers to accept our 
examinations say as qualifying for the degree. man 
may go up having passed the first, second, third, and 
fourth professional examinations if they have this power, 
and I do not say they will do it, but they could hand 
him over his degree it seems to me. If they mean 
anything different they might have said so; but if 
that is so, it is a very objectionable clause in the Ordi- 
nance, that any University should be able to let a man 
who has taken his diploma simply take a degree which 
they say is for higher education. 

Mr. Mutvey: Without further study. 

Mr. Stockman: Without further study, or with a 
further amount of study. 

Prof. Witu1aMs: If you will permit me to say so, 
Prof. Dewar drew our attention quite unnecessarily to 
the fact that we looked upon this Edinburgh University 
Ordinance with suspicion. I am sorry he did so, be- 
cause it is necessary to draw the attention of the Coun- 
cil to the reason why the Council was suspicious of the 
Ordinance. The first Ordinance issued by Edinburgh 
was to the effect that it was going to grant University 
degrees to veterinary students, and it took no cognis- 
ance whatever of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons. 

Prof. Dewar: I rise toa point of order. I have de- 
nied that statement in this room several times, and asked 
that it be proved. 

Prof. Witt1aMs: It has been proved. 

Prof. Dewar: Never. 

Prof. Witi1aMs: It was shown in the original Ordi- 
nance. 

Prof. Dewar: Never, in any case. ; 

The Soticrror: I have not the original Ordinance 
here. 

The CHAIRMAN: Perhaps Professor Williams will 
continue. 

Prof. Wriu1aMs : I simply wanted to draw the atten- 
tion of the Council to that fact. 

Prof. Dewar: To the alleged statement. are 

Prof. W1LLIAMs : I cannot read it off hand, but it is 
in an Ordinance a copy of which I have at home, but 
which I have not here. 


Prof. Dewar: I ask for proof. 
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Prof. Witurams: [ further point out that Prof. 
Dewar has raised a very strong objection to London 
University granting degrees. Now, London University 
is not granting veterinary degrees at all. It is granting 
science degrees, with which we have nothing at all to 
do. Aman cannot be a veterinary surgeon and practice 
with a London University degree ; he can only be a 
science man and have an honours degree; he has no 
qualification to practice. Another thing which does not 
seem to have been raised is the fact that Glasgow Uni- 
versity, who have no veterinary school at their heart, 
and who are only taking notice of the thing in a broad 
way, have entered a very strong protest against the 
action of Edinburgh University in granting degrees, and 
I think it is very much on the strength of Glasgow’s 
 nempossagee that our protestation has been lodged. 

here are two things which I should like to point ont. 
In Section VIII. it says :—“ Students attending at the 
Royal (Dick) Veterinary College, or at any other Col- 
lege or Institution or under any teacher in Edinburgh.” 
That debars teachers in all other centres except Edin- 
burgh ; it debars all schools and institutions except 
Edinburgh, if you read that in the particular way I am 
reading it. The phraseology is so loose that I think 
Mr. Thatcher will agree with me it will exclude every 
other place but Edinburgh and Edinburgh teachers. 

The Soricrror : It is so difficult to make out what it 
does mean. 

Prof. WILLIAMS: Cannot you read it in two ways ? 

The Souiciror: It is like the Education Act of 1902 ! 

Prof. Writ1aMs : If you puta comma at “ Edinburgh” 
that excludes any other place but Edinburgh. 

The Soricrror: It is vague; one does not know 
whether it means that we are to put a stop after the 
word “institution,” whether it is limited to colleges or 
institutions or to any teacher in Edinburgh, clas:ing the 
whole three together, or whether teachers in Edinburgh 
alone have privileges over everybody else. 

Prof. Writ1aMs : But these all have equal privileges, 
the Colleges and teachers in Edinburgh ; and couse- 
quently students from any oth r College could not go 
up for that examination in Edinburgh. 

The Soxricrror : That depends on where you put the 


stop. 

Prof. WILuiaAMs : The stop is not here ; it is meant to 
be put in afterwards. I regret, Prof. Dewar, if I have 
said anything offensive. 

Mr. Stockman: Am [I at liberty to ask a question ; I 
meant to ask it before I satdown? I should like to ask 
the Solicitor if it is correct that the University of Lon- 
don has the power which Prof. Dewar attributed to it, 
that is to say, I understood him to mean that, with the 
power that the University of London has, they have 
the power to abolish the one portal entrance. 

The Soricrror: Oh no, they have no such power. 
a Act of Parliament over-rides any Ordinance or 

rder. 

Mr. StockMAN : Perhaps I misunderstood Prof. Dewar. 
T am not a lawyer, but when a thing is stated so definitely 
it is as well to be sure. ‘ 

Mr. TricGER: He said “There is an end to our one 
portal system.” That is what I understood. 

Mr. CuarrMAN: If [ may make a remark, I think it 
has already been explained that, so far as London 
University is concerned, they do not propose to grant 
veterinary degrees at all, but only degrees in science, and 
therefore that it does not interfere with the one portal 
or any other portal system. 

Mr. Stockman: Therefore Prof. Dewar’s allegation is 
wrong ! 

The CuarrMaN : [should say so, absolutely. 

Mr. BanHaM: That is just what I want to draw 
attention to. There is no doubt that no University, 
whatever degree it grants, should encroach upon our 
diploma-granting body. I do not think, if I remember 


rightly, that the London University has done so. I see 
that the regulations which Prof. Dewar has are dated 
1904. I believe the copy I have is dated 1906, and I 
think they have inserted-in them that, before they can 
take the degree of B.Sc., they must show that they are 
members of this College. 

The CHarrMaN : I believe that is the fact. 

Mr. Banuam: I will not be positive on the fact, as I 
see it is not in that one; but I believe that is one of 
the origins] ones that were shown in this room to us 
before it was adopted by the University, and I think in 
those they issue to-day it says that the B.Sc. must be 
previously a member of this College. 

The CuarrMaAN : I believe it does. 

Prof. Merram: I would like to say a word, because 
I do not know exactly where we are as regards this dis- 
cussion. 

The CHAIRMAN : I am trying to keep it in mind. 

Prof. Merram: In the first place, [ should like to 
ask, Are we discussing the propriety of sending a peti- 
tion againstan Ordinance which has been withdrawn, 
or for which Ordinance another has been substituted ? 

The CHarRMAN: At the present time we are discuss - 
ing the rcport of the Parliamentary Committee. 

Prof. Merram: Of which the part to which I refer 
is the essential element of discussion at the present 
moment ? 

The CHAIRMAN: It is open to discuss the whole of it. 

Prof. Merram: As regards the Ordinance, I have not 
paid very much attention to it; but as one who knows 
something about the regulations for science in the Uni- 
versity of Edinburgh, I do not see that this departs very 
much from the ordinary regulations referring to science 
degrees. As regards the specific mention of the Dick 
Veterinary College, looking at it from the general point 
of view, I consider that they refer to a place where 
certain veterinary teaching can be taken out, because in 
the Edinburgh University itself there is no accommoda- 
tion fur the teaching of veterinary science. Therefore 
Llook upon the Dick College as being a veterinary 
college. As regards the material that can be taken out 
in the Dick Veterinary College, pro tanto, that means 
merely that they have taken out as much as they can 
give them in the Dick Veterinary College. Anything 
that is further required by the University, the student 
will have to take out in the University ; and that is the 
reason why it specities four years must be taken out in 
the Veterinary College and one year in the University. 
It is quit2 possible, I believe, for the student to take 
out that one year while the four years are running, that 
is to say, as long as he takes out a certain number 0 
classes in the University, and puts in so much attend- 
ance, that is counted to him. The fou. years and the 
one year does not necessarily mean in this case five 
years ; it may mean four. Then as regards the other 
point which was raised on paragraph VIII, I believe 
when the Clause mentions, “ :nder any teacher in Edin- 
burgh ” it refers to certain classes which may be special, 
that is to say, itis not absolutely essential in the taking 
out of science degrees in Edinburgh University that @ 
student shall takeany one class. He has to take out 
a certain number of classes in the University and @ 
certain number which he can take anywhere, provide 
those classes are taken under a teacher who is recog 
nised by the University. Therefore, it would not be 
necessary, for instance, to give you an example, for @ 
student to take chemistry in the Royal Dick Veterinaty 
College ; he could take it under any teacher of chemistty 
in Edinburgh whose classes are recognised by the Unt 
versity of Edinburgh as being sufficient for their requir 
ments : he could take it out in Liverpool, Cork, or te 
Cape of Good Hope. As long as he can — “ 
dence that he had taken out that particular class, ! 
does not matter where he takes it out provided it 


taken out under a teacher who is recognised by 
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University and the Senatus as being sufficient for 
graduation. | think what [ have mentioned just now 
explains Clause 1X. The University grant hima degree 
(we have nothing to do with the degree) and the value 
of the degree will be appraised by the public. If the 
University degree is going to be a low degree, that is 
to say a degree of little value, the public will soon place 
its value upon that degree (“ No, no”) ; and further, if 
it is adegree of high standing or high calibre, like an 
M.D., that will be appraised sooner or later by the 
public. The position, I take it, is that so long as 
we protect the one portal system, so long as we hold, as 
it were, the power of granting a license to members of 
the profession or those who have studied veterinary 
medicine and surgery, we are protecting the interests of 
the College. The Universities themselves must look 
after their own interests, and what they will do will be 
to insist upon a higher qualification, because the higher 
and the better their degree is, the better it will be for 
alma mater. I, as a graduate of Edinburgh University, 
try to look at it in that light. [ do not like to think 
that [ belong to any particular school. [ want to look 
at it from the broad and general point of view. I main- 
tain that, so long as Edinburgh University will give us 
satisfaction that they are not going to encroach upon our 
ground, then I welcome the fact that Edinburgh Uni- 
versity is going to grant a degree in veterinary science, 
and I can trust the Senate that they will see the degrec 
is one which wil! redound to the credit of the University. 

Mr. Mutvey: Do I understand Prof. Mettam to say 
that the University of Edinburgh apply for power to 
grant a higher degree which they have no facility for 
teaching—a higher degree than that now given by the 
R.C.V.S., and that they do not profess to teach at their 
University anything connected with veterinary science 
nor provide facilities fur so doing ? 

Prof. Merram : No, I do not say that. 

Mr. Mutvey: That is what I understood you to say. 

_Prof. Merram: I said at the present time that in the 
University of Edinburgh, so far as I know, no man can 
take out a veterinary course, and that they consider the 
Royal Dick Veterinary College is to be considered a 
place where they can take out that qualification. 

Prof. Dewar: Or any other veterinary College. 

Prof. Merram: Or any other veterinary College. 
That is to say they recognise as being sufficient for them 
the teaching which takes place or is carried on by cer- 
tain veterinary institutions. The Senatus has the power 
of striking any one of these institutions off if they do 
not come np to that standard, and in that way they have 
control surely. 

Mr. Garnett: I would like to point out that the 
whole intention of the Parliamentary Committee with 
regard to this subject is to ensure what Prof. Mettam 

as just said. It is to carry out the words he has used 
that we have taken that action. 

The Cuarrman : Now, gentlemen, I think this motion 
has been sufficiently discussed here (Hear, hear). I have 
sat here listening to a good deal of very valuation in- 
formation, and I have no doubt weall feel ever so much 
better for the little explosion which has occurred. At 
the present time I have an unsupported motion by Prof. 

ewar before me. 

Mr, Fraser : I will second Prof. Dewar’s motion, that 
the King be approached with a view to the withdrawal 
of our petition. 

Mr. Garner: Mr. Fraser voted for it yesterday. 

_Mr. Fraser : I beg your pardon, I did nothing of the 
kind. I protested yesterday. 

he CHarrmMan: I am afraid I cannot help that now. 
= is the motion before the Council at the present 

Prof. WitLtaMs: Are we going to withdraw the pro- 
test against the documents we have in hand ? 


The CuarrMANn: That is the motion now before the 
Conncil, which we must take action on. 

Prof. WiLtt1aMs: We have no promise from Edin- 
burgh that they are going to amend their ways. 

Prof. Dewar’s motion was then put and lost, 3 voting 
for and 16 against. 

Prof. Dewar : Sixteen retrogrades ! 

Mr. Mutvey: I now move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. WraGG seconded the motion, which was carried. 


WALLEY MEMORIAL PRIZE CoMPETITION. 


The SzcreTARY read the report of the Walley Memor- 
ial Prize Competition, which stated that examinations 
were held simultaneously in London and Dublin, on 
Saturday, October 6th. Four candidates entered, one 
of whom did not present himself owing to illness. The 
examiners reported that the percentage of marks with 
Nos. | and 2 were satisfactory, bat No. 3 was quite in- 
ferior. The result showed that the examination was no 
improvement compared with the ordinary professional 
t-st. The total number of marks obtained by the can- 
didates was as follows: No. 1, 214; 2, 216; 3, 147. The 
highest number of marks was thus obtained by No. 2, 
Mr. 8. J. Motton, of the Royal Veterinary College, Cam- 
den Town, to whom the prize was awarded. The exam- 
iners were Dr. W. Bullock, Messrs. J. Clarke, F. T. G. 
Hobday, R. Butler, W. Woods, and A. Meredith. 

Mr. Stmpson : I propose that the report be referred 
to the Examination Committee for discussion. 

Mr. Mason : I second that. 

Prof. Dewar: I should like to say that the conditions 
attached to this Walley Memorial Prize are very un- 
satisfactory. For several years I have been unable to 
get a single student to consent to go in for the Prize, 
owing to the time that elapses between the closing of 
our session and the examination for the prize. Those of 
us who are trustees in connection with the Walley 
Memorial Fund and also the Williams Memorial Fund 
of Scotland have been endeavouring to see whether 
something might not be done to alter the way of allo- 
cating the prize, and a suggested alteration will be 
brought forward in the course of a year or two. 

The CuarrMaN : I think you might bring it forward 
at another time; you might bring it before the Ex- 
amination Committee. 

It was resolved that the report be referred to the Ex- 
amination Committe. 


REPORT OF THE FELLOWSHIP EXAMINATION. 


The Secretary read the report of the Fellowship ex- 
amination, which stated that a meeting of the Board of 
Examiners for the Fellowship Degree was held on the 
8th December. Seven candidates entered for the ex- 
amination, and the undermentioned gentlemen passed 
and obtained the diploma. Messrs. Thomas Parker, 
George Moir, G. C. Lowe, Capt. R. H. Holmes, Capt. A. 
J. Williams, and Mr. A. E. Payne. The examiners were 
Messrs. J. Malcolm, W. Hunting, Prof. J. Maequeen, 
with W. J. Mulvey in the ch ir. 

On the motion of Mr. Trigger, seconded by Mr. Locke, 
it was resolved that the report be received and entered 
on the minutes, 

This concluded the business of the Quarterly Meeting 
of Council. 


SPECIAL MEETING. 


Immediately following the quarterly meeting of Coun- 
cil a special meeting of ('mncil was held. Major- 
General Thomson, C.B., again occupied the chair, and 
the following members were present :—-Col. Duck, Profs. 
Dewar, Mettam, and Williams, Messrs. Banham, Bar- 
rett, Bower, Carter, Fraser, Garnett, Locke, Mason, 
Mcl. McCall, Mulvey, Simpson, Stockman, Sumner, 
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Trigger, and Wragg. Mr. G. Thatcher (solicitor), and 
Mr. A. W. Hill (secretary). . 


ALTERATION OF ByE-LAws 52 To 55. 


The CHAIRMAN: This is an alteration of bye-laws pro- 
posed by myself and suspended on the notice Board for 
the last three months :—“* That the provisions of the 
amended bye-laws 52 to 55 appearing on page 77, of the 
Register for 1906, so far as they relate to certificates in 
General Education shall be suspended until after the 
31st July, 1907, and that in the interval, the provisions 
of bye-law 52 as it appears on page 64 of the Register 
for 1906 shall be revived.” I do not think I need re- 
mind you of the object of it ; you are perfectly familiar 
with it. It is simply to cover some little mistakes that 
have been made at various educational examinations. [ 
move the alteration. 

Prof. Dewar : I second it. 

Mr. Mutvey: I am not going to oppose it to the vote, 
but 1 am going to enter my protest against this con- 
tinnal alteration of bye-laws. We pass bye-laws alter- 
ing the conditions of education; we allow eighteen 
months to elapse before they are brought into operation, 
and when the time comes that those bye-laws should be 
put in operation someone immediately proposes that 
they shall be suspended for another twelve months. I 
7 the principle is wrong. 

he CHAIRMAN: [ entirely agree with you, but I 
really think this is final 

Prof. Dewar: And this is the man (Mr. Mulvey) who 
proposed this afternoon to suspend a bye-law at a 
moment’s notice. (Laughter). 

The resolution was then put and carried. 

Mr. TricGer : I beg to propose a very hearty vote of 
thanks to General Thomson for the excellent manner 
in which he has condneted the business of the 
meetings. 

The resolution was carried with acclamation. 

The CHarRMAN: Thank you very much gentlemen. 

The Council adjourned at 5.15 p.m. 


GLANDERS IN CANADA. 


The following extract is from the Report of Mr. J. G. 
Rutherford, Veterinary Director General to the Cana- 
dian Department of Agriculture : 


Since the discovery of mallein in 1890 a complete 
change, due to the information acquired through its use, 
has taken place in the views held by modern veteri- 
narians regarding glanders. It is now definitely known 
that many horses are affected while, for the time being, 
presenting no apparent symptoms, the disease being 
confined to the internal organs, of which the lungs are 
most generally involved. This being so, it goes with- 
out saying, that the method formerly followed in deal- 
ing with glanders and still in vogue in some countries, 
namely, the slaughter of horses showing clinical symp- 
toms only, is entirely inadequate. Experience has 
shown that where one or more clinical cases are found 
in a stable, it is almost a certainty that some of the 
animals which have been directly or indirectly in contact 
with them are also affected. Of these many, sooner or 
later, develop clinical symptoms, and so become active 
centres of infection, while there is good ground for the 
belief that the disease can be communicated by animals 
showing no external evidence of its existence. It fol- 
lows, therefore, that any system which neglects these 
contact cases is defective, and certain to result in 
spreading the disease, especially in view of the perhaps 
natural tendency shown by owners to dispose, as soon 
as possible, of any animals left in their possession after 
the destruction of those visibly affected. 


Where no compensation is paid for horses slaughtered, 
the inspector dealing with an outbreak of glanders finds 
himself in a very difficult position. Owners possessed 
of any intelligence seldom object to the slaughter of 
animals evidently diseased, but are naturally opposed to 
the killing of those which, while reacting to mallein, 
remain in good condition and are, so far as they can 
see, perfectly healthy. The tendency therefore is to 
refrain from testing contact horses on the theory that 
‘ignorance is bliss,’ for if tested and found to react they 
must be dealt with as diseased, while if presumed to be 
healthy they may be left free from restrictions. The 
results of such an ostrich-like policy are, however, bound 
to be eventually disastrous, as may be seen from the 
following figures taken fro:n the returns of the Board of 
Agriculture, which show the number of horses slaugh- 
tered for glanders in Great Britain under this system 
from 1898 to 1904 inclusive. 


1898 , 1385 
1899 1472 
1900 1858 
1901 2370 
1902 2073 
1903 2499 
1904 2628 


The steady progress made by the disease under a 
similar policy as evidenced by the experience of Mani- 
toba and other infected districts, furnishes additional 
convincing proof of the folly of ignoring the constant 
and very real danger connected with the contact horse 
even when he is absolutely free from visible symptoms 
of glanders. 

It is known that a proportion of such horses as react 
to mallein when first tested, subsequently cease to show 
even that evidence of disease, having, to all appearance, 
overcome the infection. Beginning in 1902, it was 
decided in default of compens :tion, to institute a system 
of carefully testing all contact horses and subsequently 
retesting such as reacted with a view to releasing those 
ceasing to react at the second or thi d test, and destroy- 
ing those in which the reaction persisted. 

In my reports for the years 1903 and 1904, may be 
seen a complete record of the work done in carrying out 
this policy of retesting which taxed the energies of our 
officers to the utmost. The results achieved, while 
showing a great improvement on the old methods, were 
in no degree commensurate with the risk and labour in- 
separable from such a policy, especially in the newer and 
more sparsely settled portions of the Dominion. 

After a trial extending as above indicated over two 
years this system was found to be unworkable and far 
from satisfactory, inasmuch as it was shown to be prac- 
tically impossible to keep reacting horses under such 
close observation as might offer comparative freedom 
from the risk of spreading infection. Among groups 
of reactors held for further tests, one or more are likely 
to develop clinical symptoms, thus becoming virulent 
centres of infection, not only endangering the other re 
actors with which they are in actual contact, they being 
inno way immune from reinfection, but through the 
various indirect channels with which horsemen are 
familiar, threatening the health of other animals not 
actually housed with them. More recently, frequent 
proofs have been furnished that many of even the 80 
called ceased reactors can be by no means looked upe? 
as permanently cured. Several serious outbreaks cin 
be traced directly to such horses, and making due allow 
ance for the possibility of reinfection from outside 
sources, I may say that I am in possession of what I com 
sider to be indisputable evidence in confirmation of tie 
view that these animals are exceedingly dangerous. h 
risk attending their release is greatly increased by 
tendency almost invariably shown by owners to dispose 
of them at the first available opportunity, when fallivs 
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nto the hands of unsuspecting persons, they freqnently 
introduce the disease among their new stable com- 
panions. 

The policy of retesting reactors having thus been 
fairly tried and found wanting, while that of slaughtering 
clinical cases and ignoring contact horses had p.oved 
worse than useless, there remained the alternatives of 
leaving the disease alone to spread as opportunity 
offered, or of applying the only practice] and, at the 
same time the only scientific remedy, namely, the des- 
truction of all horses giving a typical mallein reaction 
whether presenting any external manifestations of glan- 
ders or not. 

Having decided on the latter course, you obtained 
from Parliament during the session of 1904, the necessary 
authority by an amendment to the Animals Contagious 
Diseases Act, and at the same time, secured the in- 
creased — required for purposes of compen- 
sation. is was fixed by the Act at two-thirds of the 
actual value of the animal in a state of health, such 
value being limited in the case of ordinary horses to 
$150, and in the case of pure-bred horses to $300. 

On the principle that a horse showing clinical symp- 
toms of glanders is not only absolut ly valueless, but is 
a constant source of danger to all other horses as well 
as to its owner, his family, and any other human beings 
who may directly or indirectly be exposed to the con- 


tagion, it was at firstdecided to pay no compensation.” } ¢ 
' without compensation was in force, the tendency of 


owners, and even of some veterinarians, was to conceal 
the existence of glanders and to dispose of the suspected 


for cases of this class. The order in council of September 
19, 1904, which brought the new policy into force there- 
fore contained a provision to that effect. It was soon 
apparent, however, that in order to secure early infor- 
mation as to the existence of glanders and to enable our 
Inspectors to carry out the law withont undue and 
dangerous friction, it would be necessary to amend the 
regulations so as to permit of the payment of compensa- 
tion for all animals slaughtered in accordance with 
the Act. 

This was accordingly done, and on March 25, 1905, 
the following regulations were put in force :— 


By Order in Council dated 25th March, 1905, in virtue of 
“The Animal Contagious Diseases Act, 1903.” 


“4. Veterinary inspectors are hereby authorised to 
inspect and to snbject to the mallein test any horses 
mules, or asses affected with glanders or suspected of 
being so affected or which have been in contact with 
animals so affected or suspected of being so affected, or 
which have been in any way whatsoever exposed to the 
contagion or infection of the disease of glanders, and for 
the purpose of making such inspection or test to order 
any such animals to be collected, detained or isolated. 

5. Horses, mules, or asses affected with glanders, 
whether such animals show clinical symptoms of the 
disease, or re-act to the mallein test without showing 
such symptoms, shall, on an order signed by a duly ap- 
pointed inspector of the Department of Agriculture, be 
forthwith slanghtered and the carcases disposed of as in 
such order prescribed, compeusation to be paid to the 
owners of such animals if and when the Act so 
provides,” 

Since the policy of compensation was adopted many 
outbreaks have been reported and dealt with by our in- 
spectors. Some of these occurred in parts of the 


_ Dominion where, so far as the Department was con- 
cerned, the existence of the disease kad not previously 
suspected. 


There is no doubt that, so long as a policy of slaughter 


animals as quickly as possible. 
On the other hand, it can be readily understood that 


the adoption of a policy of paying for slaughtered ani- 
‘mals has encouraged owners and veterinarians to re- 


port much more freely the existence of the disease. 

So far as it is possible to judge at this comparatively 
early date after its adoption, the new policy is likely to 
prove successful in securine the object sought, namely, 
the complete eradicatiin of glanders. In those dis- 
tricts where the disease has been prevalent and where 


_ people have for many years been heavy losers from_ its 
effects, the new regulations are giving great satisfaction, 


and intelligent horse-owners freely express their ap- 
proval of the change. 


GLANDERS IN LONDON. 


in The London County Council have issued the follow- 

Notice is hereby given, that the Board of Agriculture 
and Fisheries have ordered that as from Ist February, 
1907, a veterinary surgeon employed to examine any 

orse, ass, or nule, or the carcase of any such animal, in 
the county of London, or in the city of London, on be- 
coming aware that the animal is, or was when it died or 
was slaughtered, affected with glanders, shall with all 
practicable speed give notice of the fact to an Inspector 


Name. 


Mr. W. Chief Inspector, 
16 Trafalgar Square, 
Chelsea, S.W. 


Mr. C. J. Humphrey, Inspector 
30 Stockwell Road,” 
Clapham, S.W. 


Mr. W. F’, Shaw, Inspector, 
443 Liverpool Road, 
Highbury, N. 


of the Local Authority, who shall forthwith report the 
same to the Local Auth: rity. 

Cepies of the Orders relating to the matter are sent 
herewith. 

Consequent upon the above Orders having been made 
and witha view of expediting the stamping out of glan- 
ders, the London County Council has revised its system 
of inspectorate as from Ist January, 1907, by employin 
a permanent staff of veterinary inspectors who wil 
devote their whole time to the work, instead of engaging 
men whv are also in private practice. The officers ap- 
pointed are—-- 


District. 


The City of Westminster, the Royal Borough of Ken- 
sington, and the Metropolitan Boroughs of Padding- 
ton, Chelsea, Hanmersmith, Fulham, Wandswort 


and Battersea. 


The Metropolitan Boroughs of Lambeth, Southwark, 
Camberwell, Bermonsdsey, Deptford, Lewisham, 
Greenwich and Woolwich. 


The Metropolitan Boroughs of Hampstead, St. Mary- 
lebone, St. Pancras, Holborn, Finsbury, Islington 
Stoke Newington, Shoreditch, Stepney, Bethnal 
Green, Hackney and Poplar. 
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Anthrax. | and-Mouth | (inclading 
Period. Disease. Farcy) 

Ani- | Out- | Ani- | Out- |. Ani- Slaugh- 

| mals. jbreaks; mals. mals. tered * 
Gr. BRITAIN. Week ended Jan.12 | 9 12| 29} =| 86 | 
1906... ll 15 36 59 31 15 93 
Corresponding week in 1905 ..] 18 28 | 26 42 37 18 51 
(1904. 18 22 | 22 52 90 29 87 
Jotal for 2 weeks, 1906 24 37 26 53 70 81 351 
196 28 34 59 96 51 34 153 
Corresponding period in 4 1905 46 91 53 82 106 33 95 
1904 .. | 35 41 48 98 200 54 252 

Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, Jan. 15. 1907. 

IRELAND. Week ended Jan. 5 | 12 3 
1906... 2 18 és es 
Corresponding Week in 1905. oe 1 1 25 1 1 
1904 1 1 14 2 53 


Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, (Veterinary Branch), Dublin, Jan. 10, 1907, 


Nors.—The figures for the Current Year are approximate only. 


Veterinary Dispensaries in Ireland. 


The establishment of veterinary dispensaries in order 
to ensure prompt and skilled treatment for the live 


stock of even the smallest class of farmer came up for | 


consideration lately in two very dissimilar places. Scene 
number one was the meeting of the Veterinary Medical 
Association of lreland, which took place in Dublin near 
the end of November. At this meeting among other 
items discussed was the action of certain agricultural 


associations in South Wexford in appointing a local | 


veterinary surgeon, who agreed to give his services to 
farmers in the district according to a certain scale of 
charges based upon the valuation of the farmers who 
required veterinary assistance. The veterinary surgeon 
appointed on these terms was present at the meeting, 
and explained the conditions under which he took up 
the duties. Eventually the following resolution, which 
it was intended should meet this and similar cases, was 


passed :— 

“That the Veterinary Medical Association of Ireland 
consider it derogatory to the veterinary profession to 
be asked to tender for veterinary attendance at compe- 
titive prices, and that public bodies requiring such 
attendance be respectfully asked to fix a salary and 
invite application for the posts accordingly, and further 
that members of the profession be asked to abide by the 
spirit of the resolution.” 

Scene number two was the monthly meeting of the 
Queen’s County Committee of Agriculture, a body 
which had previously given the matter no little con- 
sideration, and which now for a second time dealt with 
the matter by accepted resolution. This, which for the 
sake of contrast may also be suitably quoted in full, ran 
in these terms :— 

“That in view of the enormous capital invested in 
live stock in the country, the comparative poverty of 
the majority of farmers, and the great difficulty and 
expense of procuring necessary veterinary assistance, we 
consider it the duty of the Department to take imme- 
diate steps to obtain the sanction of the Legislature to 


| utilise portion of the funds at their disposal for the 
purpose of providing proper veterinary aid for the 
| poorer classes of stock owners, at cheap rates, as an 
Insurance against the continuous and heavy losses to 
_ which Mg chief industry of the country is at present 
exposed.” 

Here the usatter fur the present rests ; the veterinary 
| body, it is evident, do not like the idea of Veterinary 
| Dispensaries, especially if established on the lines 
| adopted by the Ramsgrange Association, as they con- 
sider a qualified vet. attending cases for the low scale of 
fees agreed upon is acting in a way derogatory to the 
interests and status of the profession. On the other 
hand, they do not say, if the vet. was paid a certain 
fixed salary, after the manner of dispensary doctors, out 
of consideration for which he should be expected to give 
his services at a specially popular charge to those small 
stock-owners who could not afford to pay the usual pro- 
fessional rate of fees, they would be disposed to raise any 

he terms of the Queen’s County resolution do not, 
however, take into consideration any qualms or objec- 
tions which the veterinarians might put in the way of 
the scheme proposed ; its whole purpose is to get the 
Department to recognise the gravity of the question, and 
to recognise it in the most practical of all ways by as- 
sisting the project with endowment. One speaker at 
the County meeting argued that inasmuch as the capi 
invested in Irish live stock lay between 50 and 100 mil- 
lions sterling, the Department might be expected to de- 
vote a sum for veterinary advice and assistance which 
could be regarded more or less in the nature of an i0- 
surance. France, as was pointed out, sets aside £118,000 
annually for veterinary assistance, and if 50 dispensary 
districts were established in Ireland with an allowance 
of £200 each to the veterinary surgeons as a subsidy 1? 
addition to their veterinary practice, the total cost woul 
not exceed £12,500. ; 

At this suggestion, the Department will, we are afraid, 
look askance, not but we should like to see it recelviné 
their sanction and support; but the limitations to ther 
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financial resources will, we are disposed to think, 
effectively closure any inclinations in this direction 
which the members of the Agricultural Board might 
ossess. To our view the only solution for the pro- 
lem will be found when the Department and the 
ruling council of the veterinary profession have so 
far come to agreement that the former body may be 
enabled to use those members of the veterinary staff 
which they now employ solely for the eradication of 
diseases and the enforcement of sanitary regulations for 
more general purposes where necessary. No one can 
gainsay the good work done by the present staff under 
the guidance of Mr. Hedley in securing for us such an 
immunity from live stock diseases as no other conntry 
in the world can boast ; yet now that the corner has 
been turned, it is more than possible, nay it is likely, a 
time will soon arrive when the Agricu'tural Board may 
be induced to believe it is paying too dear for its whistle 
of immunity, and that the sum set aside for the endow- 
ment of such a large, though undoubtedly capable staff, 
might be productive of more good than keeping a lot of 
inspectors waiting Micawber-like for some outbreak of 
disease to manifest itself. 

Whea Irish veterinary surgeons learn that there is a 
wider scope for their professional services than attaches 
to horses alone, and that a reasonable rate of charge, but 
not a systein of over-charges, is the surest way of build- 
ing up a practice, there will be less grounds for the 
grumblings which are now making themselves heard, 
and which must find alleviation one way or the other ; 
when as a professional body they have done this, there 
will be room for the Department to co-operare with them 
to the greater advantage of the country as a whole ; it 
is as incumbent on the profession, whose interests should 
be in the agricultural prosperity of the country, to dis- 
continve the dog-in-the-manger policy which stickles on 
questions of status before the conditions necessary for 
its maintainance have been secured, as it is on the De- 
partment to consider the interests of the poor agricul- 
tural community for whose protection, after all, the estab- 
lishment of a veterinary branch was founded, and for 
the furtherance of whose interests it should in the main 
be subsidised.— The Farmers’ Gazette. 


Animal Intelligence (?) 


The Evening News has decided to form an indepen- 
dent committee to investigate the problem of whether 
Princess Trixie has reasoning power. 

The full committee has not yet been selected, but the 
following gentlemen have already promised to sit upon 
it: 


Lord Decies. 

Colonel Benson. 

Mr. Alfred J. Coke. 

Prof. Hobday, F.R.C.V.S. 


Professor Hobday is one of the most famous veteri- 
nary surgeons in the kingdom, and his views on any 
question of animal intelligence are therefore particularly 
valuable, and his life’s work among animals of all kinds 
ensures an absence of all sentimentalism in his report. 


To the Editor of The Evening News. 


Having read the numerous letters which have appear- 
In your paper with reference to “ Princess Trixie’s 
clever performance at the Palace Theatre, I determined 
to see this wonderful animal at the earliest opportunity, 
ny & view to ascertaining for myself the full extent of 
er capabilities, and whether she was possessed with re- 
Sponsive intelligence or not. 
t night I saw the beautiful creature at the Palace 
di eatre, and witnessed her clever performance, which 
<sPelled all doubt whatever in my mind as to whether 
umb animals can think or not. After the severe tests 


which I saw this animal subjected to, I have not the 
slightest hesitation whatever in saying that she is un- 
doubtedly naturally possessed with responsive intelli- 
gence. 

Being a veterinary surgeon, and therefore to a certain 
extent an animal expert, and a keen lover of dumb 
ag I feel that my remarks are not altogether out of 

ace. 

J In conclusion, [ will only say this: Nothing would 
give me greater pleasure than to dissect this noble 
animal’s brain when she dies, for I was able to observe, 
even when seated in the stalls, that she appeared to 
have an exceptionally well developed “cranium,” and I 
only wished that I could have had the pleasure of con- 
versing with her owner personally and clinically examin- 


ing the mare. 
Henry B. Eve, M.R.C.V.S., Lond. 
Claremont House, Folkestone. 


REVIEW. 


VETERINARY ToxicoLocy.—-By Josuua A. Nunn, C.B. 
Colonel A.V.C., F.R.C.V.S., C.LE., D.S.0., F.LR.S.E. 
Pp. vij. + 191. 5s. nett. (Bailliere,Tindall and Cox, 
London.) 


The author modestly describes this vclume as a com- 
pilation written with the object of rendering the wealth 
of toxicological information, which is scattered through- 
out English and foreign journals and standard text- 
books, more accessible to the veterinary practitioner 
than has yet been the case. No small work on_veteri- 
nary toxicology was previously available to the clinician 
for ready reference, and Col. Nunn deserves our thanks 
for having attempted, amidst much other work, to fill up 
a real gap among our current manuals, 

In the preface the author points ouf that the volume 
was prepared under disadvantages, which go far to ex- 
cuse the most serious fault we have to find with it. 
This is that we see many misprints throughout the text, 
some incorrect headings of pages, etc., and oecasionally, 
also, distinct evidence of hasty writing. We hope to see 
these defects remedied in a future edition, and regret 
to notice them in the present one, which is, in ver 
many respects, an excellent resumé of a subject whic 
some practitioners are, we fancy, rather inclined to 
neglect. 

In the opening chapter the general aspects of the sub- 
ject, and the clinician’s course when dealing with cases 
of suspected poisoning, are well summarised. After 
this. the author proceeds to the detailrd consideration of 
the “special toxicology” of the various poisons he has 
included in the work. The list comprises most of those 
likeliest to be met with in everyday practice, together 
with not a few less common ones, and, speaking gener- 
ally, we must say that the treatment of each reflects 
great credit upon the author’s ability in condensing into 
a small space the result of an immense amount of study. 

It is possible that some readers may be disposed to 
take exception to the amount of space devoted to 
chemical analysis, which at first sight appears rather 
excessive in a clinical manual. This, however, strikes 
us as being one of the best features of the work. Chemi- 
cal analysis is by far the most important branch of 
toxicology, and though its execution is quite beyond the 
scope of the average practioner—a point scarcely suffi- 


”| clently emphasised by the author—it is none the less 


important that every clinician should possess a fuller 
knowledge of its main featmes than is to be found in 
text books of materia medica and therapeutics. 

It is scarcely possible to over-estimate the magnitude 
of the difficulties that often surround cases in which 
poisoning—-either accidental or malicious— is suspected. 
In dealing with many of these, Col. Nunn’s book will 
be found useful as a guide, and we hope to see it be- 
come still more so in a future edition. W. R.C. 
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Notification of Tuberculous Cattle. 


At York, on Friday.last, Jesse Holmes, dairyman, of 
Clifton, was summoned for failing to notify tuberculosis 
in a beast on November 7th. 

Evidence was called by the Town Clerk, Mr. H. 
Craven, to show that the animal was suffering from 
tuberculosis, and that the defendant had failed to notify 
the fact. Dr. E. M. Smith, the Medical Officer of 
Health, said it was possible to mistake the symptoms 
of tuberculosis for those of mammitis, but not in the 
present case. 

Defendant said that frequent samples of his milk had 
been taken, bu: nu complaints had been made. He be- 
lieved that the animal was suffering from mammitis, 
which did not make the milk injurious. 

Mr. J. E. Hardie, M.R.C.V.S., called for the defence, 
admitted in cross-examination that if a cow were in the 
emaciated condition described in this case he would have 
suspected that it was suffering from tuberculosis. 

he Chairman said there was certainly no intention 
on the defendant’s part to sell milk from the animal, but 
in view of its condition he should have given notice or 
had thecow examined. Fined 20s. and costs. 


Messrs. Whiteley Fined. 


At Marylebone, William Whiteley (Limited), of 
Queen’s Road, Bayswater, and Westbourne Grove, were 
summoned before Mr. Plowden, by the Paddington 
Borough Council, for having at their premises at -159 
Queen’s Road, two pigs’ mesenteries, which were liable 
to be seized under the Public Health (London) Act, 
1891. Mr. C. Glen, barrister, prosecuted; and Mr. 
Clarke Hall, barrister, defended. Mr. Glen said there 
was reason to believe that a practice wss carried on at 
Messrs. Whiteley’s premises of removing those portions 
of animals which showed obvious signs of disease and 
leaving the carcases to be sold. Mesenteries were mem- 
branes in the cavity of the stomach and consisted of a 
fatty substance, which was sold with what was known as 
pigs’ fry. They were generally the first parts of the 
animal to show signs of disease. On the morning of 
Nov. 2, Mr. Grivell, a sanitary inspector of the council, 
called at 159 Queen’s Road, and saw nine pigs on the 
counter and one carcase hanging on the rails over the 
pork counter. He examined the carcases, and noticed 
that in two of them the glands of the jowl] had been 
taken away. This aroused his suspicion, and he looked 
about for the portions which had been removed. He 
came across ten _ on the counter at the back, two 
of which had had the glands removed, and also found in 
a basket on the counter ten mesenteries, two of which 
bore evidence of disease. Mr. Jones, the meat buyer, on 
having his attention drawn to the pigs, said the tonsils 
had been removed in taking out the plucks, but the 
inspector remarked that that was impossible. Mr. Jones 
also stated that the plucks had been stripped in taking 
off the fat. The inspector observed that the other plucks 
had not been treated in that way. The inspector gave 
evidence in support of the statement. For the defence, 
several witnesses were called to show that the mesente ies 
were not for sale, but were waiting in the basket to be 
examined before being taken to the cold room or used at 
the counter. Mr. Plowden came to the conclusion that 
through — carelessness the mesenteries had been 
passed by Mr. Jones and had been placed on the storage 
counter for the purpose of sale. He fined the defendants 
£10, with £10 10s. costs. 


ERRATUM. 


The line “In absentis” in the Personal notes last 
week, p. 443, should have appeared before the line com- 
meneing “Doctor in Scientiis.” It was accidentally 
misplaced. 


-G.M. 


Personal. 


Ata dinner given by the Penzance Chamber of Com- 
merce to Lord. Courtney of Penrith, at the Western 
Hotel, on January 4th, the toast of “The Chamber” was 
responded to by Mr. Rowland G. Saunders (the Hon. 
Treasurer), who also sang earlier in the evening a 
topical song specially written for the occasion. 


Obituary. 


Henry Hussey, M.R.C.V.S., Devizes. 
Graduated, Lond : May, 1853. 


The death of Mr. Henry Hussey, M.R.C.V.S., of 
Devizes, occurred on Thursday morning, January 10th, 
after a short illness. Deceased served through the 
Crimean war as veterinary lieutenant, and for nearly 
half a century has carried on an extensive practice at 
Devizes. He was for many years veterinary lieutenant 
to the Wilts Yeomanry, and held the appointments of 
Veterinary Inspector to the Wilts County Council and 
Board of Agriculsure until hisdecease. He was 76 years 
of age and leaves a widow. 

W. T. D. B. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE MOTOR GRIEVANCE. 


Sir, 

As a veterinary surgeon and motorist I thoroughly en- 
dorse your correspondent’s remarks on this subject. With 
the advance of education we are becoming more mechanical 
and less horsey. Horse traction has answered very well up 
to the end of the nineteenth century, but for the twentieth 
century it is far too slow and will not cover sufficient mile- 
age inaday. Another thing, with all its faults I think we 
must all agree that no industry has ever made such rapid 
strides in ten years as the motor has done, whether we like 
it or not, and to try and cripple it would be killing the 
greatest industry of the day. The flying machine will be 
the next means of locomotion. 

Personally I have not a lot of faith in the petrol motor. 
Where power is required we practically lose power. It 
takes such a large amount of power to take steep gradients 
that it is almost impossible to keep within the speed limit 
on the level or falling ground. If Edison gives us what he 
promises in March, namely, a light accumulator for elec- 
tricity with automatic discharge, horse traction must to 4 
large extent be a relic of the past. , Whether this will bring 
about the collapse of the veterinary profession or not re- 
mains to be seen. In my opinion we are fighting against 
terrific odds.—Yours respectfully, 

Groree Upton. 
[‘*And how can vet. die better 
Than facing fearful odds 
For the remnants of his horses 
And the kennels of his dogs.’’ q 
With apologies] 


Yorkshire V.M.S. 


The Annual meeting and Dinner will be held at the 
Hotel Metropole, Leeds, on Friday, Jan. 25th, the Pres 
dent, Mr. McKinna, Huddersfield, in the chair. Meet- 
ing 4 p.m.: Dinner 6. 
J. CirarKson, Hon. 


Ext. Rules Health Department, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
B. of A. Leaflets:—Potato growing in Yorkshire; Prec@l 
tions against machinery accidents; Bean pod canker; 
Onion mildew ; Devonshire cream and soft cheese a” 
The Pioneer (Allahabad), Bath Daily Chronicle, 
Nationalist and Leinster Times, Home Chat. 


ComMMUNICATIONS AND Papers RECEIVED—Messts- 
Humphreys, §. Smith, Henry B. Eve, R.G. Sau" 
‘* Another Reader.’’ The Irish Times. 
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